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1 The Czech nobility enjoyed a very strong position in society at the beginning of the 14th
century,  thanks to a long tradition of gathering (assemblies)1 and a first crisis which
began after the death of Přesmysl Ottokar II (1278)2. The young, new King of Bohemia,
Wenceslas II  (1278-1305)3,  was immediately abducted by the regent Otto V of Bavaria
(1267-1298).  In response, the Bohemian magnates entered the scene, negotiating with
Otto about his  release and taking responsibility for  administering the country in his
absence. By the time Wenceslas finally returned to Prague in 1283, the nobility had been
able to establish itself both outside (when negotiating with Otto) and inside (within the
Czech lands) as the real political representative of the people and the country4. Above all,
its relationship with the sovereign had been irrevocably transformed. The Czech nobility
managed to consolidate its new position because of the succession crisis (the interregnum
of  1306-1310)  following the death of  Wenceslas III,  murdered without  descent,  which
entailed the extinction of  the Přemyslid dynasty5.  After  the short  reign of  Rudolf  of
Habsburg,  Henry of Carinthia failed to impose himself  as the legitimated ruler6.  As a
consequence, the barons worked with the main abbots of the country to find a solution7.
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They negotiated with the recently elected King of the Romans, Henry of Luxembourg
(1308-1313)8,  and  decided  to  arrange  a  marriage  for  his  young  son  John  with  the
Přemyslid princess Elizabeth9 and elect him as King of Bohemia (1310) 10.  In exchange,
John gave his promise to respect the local customs and liberties (Inaugural diplomas)11.
2 Dating from the early 14th century (1309-1314), the Chronicle of Dalimil reflects the political
attitudes of this pivotal period12. Composed in verse by an unknown author13, this text is
the first chronicle written in the Czech language14; it compiles information from older
Czech chronicles written in Latin and combines it with the author’s own experiences.
While  narrating  the  history  of  the  Czech  lands,  the  author  planned  to  support  the
political role of the Czech nobility. In addition to emphasising the election of the ruler by
the lords, he also went to great lengths to justify tyrannicide15. When facing kings who
could be weak (Henry of Carinthia), foreign (John the Blind) or too young (Wenceslas II at
the beginning of his reign), the nobility had to embody the permanence of the state, the
“community  of  the  realm”,  in  a  dialectic  connecting the  lords  into  constituting  the
“mystic body of king”, a concept so well brought to light by Ernst Kantorowicz16.
3 In this chronicle, the occasional necessity for tyrannicide is not, however, presented as a
novelty, but as a fundamental and almost moral duty of the nobility that had earlier been
abandoned because of the rise of the ruler’s authoritarian exercise of power when the
duchy of Bohemia became a kingdom. By presenting tyrannicide falsely as an age-old
tradition, the author helped increase the nobility’s political range, giving it the right to
judge the king’s capacity to reign or lack thereof. 
 
1. “Community of the realm”, dualism and contract in
the Dalimil’s Chronicle
1.1. The “community of the realm” in the Chronicle
4 The notion of a “community of the realm” (communitas regni) is well known by historians
specialized in the political movements of 13th-century Europe, specifically in England17.
The notion could encompass the lords of the realm, who were the only people allowed to
deal with the king, as well as all the inhabitants of the English kingdom. We can find the
idea of a community or even the words communitas or universitas in Bohemian charters18,
but Dalimil’s Chronicle is the first text that clearly defined it as the zemská obec19. As in
Latin, the Czech expression emphasises the opposition between a group of individuals
and a single individual: the prefix ob- (around) is the equivalent of the Latin cum- (with) of
communitas20.  Two  criteria  defined  the  notion  and  conferred  on  it  its  efficiency:  the
solidarity between its members and the perenniality obtained through their permanent
replacement21. It is precisely because of their solidarity that the nobility constituted a
group and could thus emerge as the incarnation of  the “community of  the realm”22.
Although it  was not  yet  an independent corporate state,  the nobility  was unified by
culture, social practices, political purposes, and a dominant position in society, all aspects
that strengthened its cohesion while conspicuously – and radically – distinguishing it
from the rest of the population23.
5 Dalimil  (as he is  known) introduced the notion of  community at  the beginning of  his
narration, when elaborating on the origins of Bohemia. According to him, the legendary
figure of Libuše became the judge of the country after her father Krok had died. Although
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she proved herself as a wise chieftain, the male members of the tribe were displeased
about their ruler being a woman, and they demanded that she marry and thus give them
a prince. Respectful to the voice of the majority – we could say, to the “community” –,
Libuše accepted their request, but not before having warned them: 
“The community is the protection of all / and it is better to forget the one who
insults it. / If you lose the community, do not expect anything from the castle, /
outside the community, you will have to face the most diverse disagreements”24.
6 The community here includes all men who have the right to speak and deliberate with
Libuše. It is placed in an adversarial relationship with the “castle”. The castle symbolizes
the authority of the ruler, whereas the community embodies the protection against the
arbitrariness and the possible absolutism of the exercise of the power by the sovereign. In
contrast to Cosmas of Prague, his principal model25, Dalimil transposed the 14th century
motives of the nobility into a legendary past26: in order to solve the problem she faces,
she convened the “noblemen” to the “general diet”27. While the nobility did not exist at
all,  Dalimil  presents  a  “community  of  the  realm”  older  even  than  the  duchy.  The
noblemen who form the community are instructed to stay close and vigilant. Libuše says: 
“You should rather suffer my judgment / than seek to have a strong man as your
duke. / The hand of the girl knocks gently, / Whereas the blow given by that of the
man is a real ordeal. / You give me debt / the day you will see your Duke sitting
down at an iron table”28.
7 Even if it remains abstract and does not include any institutional set-up, the concept of
the community refers obviously to the idea of an united nobility, intended to balance the
role of the sovereign. According to Dalimil, being able to maintain a dialogue with the
sovereign  is  the  prerequisite  for  social  peace  and  prosperity.  Using  this  personal
interpretation of past events, he shows that the current problems – the crisis of 1306-1310
– had their origin at the time of Přemysl Ottokar I (1192-1193, 1197/1198-1230), when the
lords lost interest in taking part in the council of the sovereign and when the sovereign
became a King29 and gained, according to Dalimil, much power30. According to Dalimil, the
lords and the sovereign were committed to one another in a fundamental contract, which
was the base of the dualism.
 
1.2. The dualism and the idea of a contract
8 The  term  “dualism”  is  not  a  medieval  one,  but  a  historiographical  projection  to
understand  Czech  medieval  political  history,  more  precisely  the  still  informal
collaboration  of  the  nobility  and  the  sovereign  in  governing,  before  the  effective
establishment of  the estates  of  the realm (Ständeordnung)  in the 15th century 31.  The
participation  of  the  elites  in  the  exercise  of  power  was  not  a  specifically  Czech
phenomenon. Across Europe, sovereigns had proven increasingly dependent on the elites
of their realms, because of several social and political transformations starting in the 13th
century32. In Bohemia, the nobility massively imposed itself in this process against the
clergy and cities, the absence of Premysl Ottokar II during his many military campaigns,
the two crises of 1278-1282 and 1306-1310, and the ethnic partition of the population: the
mainly  German  burghers  had  no  credibility  in  representing  the  Czech  subjects  of
Bohemia and thus in exercising any power33. Being noble and of Czech origin were two
essential criteria for being part of the “community of the realm”.
9 Its member par excellence is designated by the term “zeman”, the noble attached to his
land – země. While Dalimil generally uses the term pán to refer to the lords, i.e. the term
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commonly used for the Latin dominus, he uses the word zeman 27 times, although it was by
no means a common term at the time34. The word is always used in the plural and refers
only to Czech noblemen35, reinforcing the idea of the lords thus referred to as a group36.
Moreover, the word refers almost exclusively to political action (24 out of 27 occurrences
of the word): the election of the duke (chap. 3), the endorsement of a decision of the
sovereign (chap. 32), the advice given to the sovereign (chap. 43), etc. Zemané is strictly
used to present the acting “Community of the realm”, i.e. the zemská obec in Czech, which
the proximity between the words zeman and zemská seems to confirm.
10 Dalimil claimed that the restauration of the contract between the duke and the lords was
the key to the prosperity of the kingdom and the return to peace, a contract that should
lead  to  the  preservation  of  the  “common good”  and  the  integrity  of  Bohemia.  This
contract, though, was also asymmetrical: the prince was the only one to be forced by
concrete duties, while the lords – bound in the “community of the realm” – were the
righters of wrongs and in charge of its good observation37.
 
2. Tyrannicide, a necessary tool
2.1. Dalimil’s justification of tyrannicide
11 According to Dalimil – and the ideology of the nobility –, the Duke-King of Bohemia had to
respect two main principles: reject foreign officials at his council and respect the nobility
while ruling with it, which is exactly reflected by the content of the Inaugural diplomas of
1310-1311. These two duties are omnipresent in Dalimil’s narration. In case of a failure of
the ruler, the lords had to intervene. The first step was trying to resolve any conflict
through dialogue. But if the duke/king refused to listen and collaborate, the lords were
required to employ the most radical of means. 
12 While the issue of tyranny and tyrannicide were a “classic” topic in ancient Greek and
Roman  political  theory38,  it  became  more  problematic  during  the  Middle  Ages.  The
execution of the tyrant contradicted the sixth commandment “Thou shalt not kill39” as
well  as  the  precept  “All  power  comes  from  God40”41.  The  whole  reflexion  about
tyrannicide  is  polarised  by  the  contradiction  between  Christian  principles  and  the
heritage of ancient culture, as reflected by John of Salisbury’s (1115-1180) many changes
of  mind (Policraticus)42.  Even Thomas Aquinas  was  not  able  to  follow a  direct  line of
argument  and  ultimately  failed  to  propose  a  real  and  well-founded  justification  for
resistance against a tyrant43. 
13 Dalimil, however, cultivated a genuine culture of royal deposition and tyrannicide. From
the beginning of his history of Bohemia, dukes and kings are constantly in the spotlight,
while the author does not hesitate to invent precedents in order to give lessons either to
the ruler in place, Jean the Blind (1310-1346), or to invite the lords to act if they would
not be satisfied with him. In medieval logic, old age was the best source of authority and
rooting a practice as long ago as possible the best justification44.
 
Bad rulers and their punishment by the lords
Souvereign Sanction Motivation Facts
The Justification of Tyrannicide in the Chronicle of Dalimil. The Czech Nobil...




Banished by the lords
Friendly  with
Germans




Flees the Czech lords
Friendly  with
Germans








Deposed by the emperor
Conrad II
chap. 69
















Flees the Czech lords
Disrespect  of  the
Czech lords
Deposed by the emperor
14 Dalimil  relates  several  cases  of  banishment,  deposition  or  escape,  all  of  which  are
invented. In addition, we can read about two – equally invented – cases of tyrannicide45.
In chapter 69, Conrad II Otto (1189-1191) is demonized as an incompetent supporter of
Germans, and is executed for this reason. In reality, he was actually favourable to the
nobility. He published the Iura Conradi, a set of privileges that consolidated the position of
the lords (freemen guaranteed against the abuses of the duke or the provincial courts
under his zhupans, extension of the right of inheritance to brothers of deceased lords,
confiscation of property only after a long legal procedure conforming to local custom)46.
And he was not executed as a tyrant, but died instead of the plague at the siege of Neapoli
in  September  1191  during  the  Italian  campaign  of  Emperor  Henry  III  –  1190-119747.
According to Dalimil, a certain Stanimir48, an invented character, succeeded him. But as
well  as  Conrad,  he supported the Germans (chapter 69 v 81),  which again brought a
sanction from the lords and his death at their hands.
15 Dalimil goes further. In a passage of his chronicle, he legitimizes the right and the use of
tyrannicide. Killing a tyrant is even presented as a duty. Chapter 68 is dedicated to Duke
Soběslav II (1173-1178), called the “friend of the Czech people”, even though he did not
trust the Czech lords, relied on the Church and lower classes49 and eventually published a
privilege (1174) which regulated the position of foreigners living in Prague, and whose
most  important  beneficiary  was  the  German  community50.  According  to  Dalimil’s
fabricated narration, the duke had to send his two sons, Frederick and Conrad, to the
court of the emperor. The latter planned to make them forget their language and customs
by their immersion in a fully German environment. His plan was to put the Kingdom of
Bohemia eventually under his authority. Because of the superior position of the emperor,
Soběslav could not refuse, but expressed his concern at the moment of their departure to
the German lands: 
“If I learn from a bird / that you are leaving it up to the Germans, / I will put you in
a leather bag / and throw it into the Vltava river with you both inside! / Because it
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would be easier for me to lament you two, / than to see the shame assail my nation
and leave it for dead”51.
16 He also appealed to the lords to be careful and to react in case of non-respect of their
duties by his sons when they rule in the future: 
“I am grateful for your loyalty / because you have demonstrated it very often. / I
ask you to be as faithful to my children / as they will stay loyal to theirs. / If they do
not demonstrate any love to theirs, / do not respect them anymore! / Do not be
their faithful / and take instead a ploughman for your duke! / A simple ploughman
always makes a better duke52 / While a German can never be faithful to the Czechs”
53.
17 Whereas the beginning of the first citation can be understood as simply expressing the
anger of a father towards his own children, the strongly nationalist tone and the recalling
of a prince’s duties in its second part represent a political statement. With the duke facing
potential difficulties, he beseeches the lords to ensure the integrity of the Czech state.
18 The message is all the stronger given that Soběslav abided by the authority of the barons
and could be recognized by them as a tyrant. Willing to make a sacrifice like Abraham, he
obviously favours the common good over his personal interests. Tyrannicide was thus
legitimate.
 
2.2. From the “community of the realm” to the “mystical body”
19 The lords had to watch over the actions of the duke and intervene, possibly even execute
him, if he did not accomplish his duties (such as rejecting foreigners, collaborating with
the lords of the country). The lords’ action was given legitimacy by their association as a
community, the “community of the realm”, and the postulate that this “community of the
realm” acted for the common good.
20 Aristotle postulated that “any community was made for some good”54. The “community”
was eternal through the perpetual succession of its members (communitas non moritur) and
thus embodied stability. In the hierarchy of the medieval values, the collegial structure of
the community provided a permanent consensus, very much in contrast with a mortal
individual, inconstant in action and motivated by his own interest55.
21 Through the “community of the realm”, the Czech nobility was – according to Dalimil –
able to assure the continuity of the state. Justifying the nobility’s right to execute the
duke or king when acting as a tyrant is entirely coherent with this view. At the same
time, Dalimil attributes to the lords the right to elect their sovereign. The privilege given
by the King of the Romans Philipp of Swabia (1198-1208) in 1198 and known through the
confirmation of Frederick II Hohenstaufen (1212-1250), the Golden Bull of Sicily (1212),
confirmed the right of the lords to elect the duke, later king, of Bohemia56. Whereas the
hereditary  principle  had  undoubtedly  been  imposed  a  long  time  ago57,  so  that  the
Přemyslid dynasty was the appointed family of the throne of Bohemia, the new sovereign
had to be acclaimed by the “assembly of the Czechs”, in reality the great lords. As long as
the Přemyslid dynasty would rule, such an exigence was in fact a formality58. At Dalimil’s
time, this privilege took a new signification and the author wanted to support the idea
that  the  lords  could  elect  the  candidate  of  their  choice  without  considering  the
international prestige of his family59.
22 Dalimil  tells  us  how the Czech lords received this  right  from the emperor Henry IV
(1050-1106) in return for having helped him during his expedition against Stephen III of
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Hungary (1161-1173): “Then the emperor granted liberty to Bohemia, / and instituted the
free election”60, and does not allude to the circumstances of elevation of the events of
1198.  As with the right to commit tyrannicide,  Dalimil  presents a false succession of
elections, thereby creating a tradition of elected rulers and inviting the lords to use it in
the future. In chapter 54, he reports that the country had to return to Břetislav after the
death of Vratislav II in 1092. But the lords disagreed, because he had revolted against his
father and thus risked sowing trouble among the new generation, and elected Conrad of
Moravia61. In reality, the accession of Conrad I corresponded well to the plan foreseen by
Vratislav before his death62! In chapter 58, Dalimil explains how the lords invalidated the
nomination of Otto of Moravia as Duke by Emperor Henri V63 and elected Vladislav not
because he was a better candidate, but to consolidate their right of election64. In reality,
the conflict between supporters of Otto and Vladislav had nothing to do with the empire:
Otto was elected by Moravian lords, without the Bohemian lords and the bishop of Prague
who, on the other hand, imposed their candidate, Vladislav, as the legitimate one65.
23 The supposed venerable age of the practice creates a tradition and is thus an indisputable
source of authority and legitimation. In Chapter 65, the author even praises the benefits
of the election: 
“When the succession to the throne is natural, / if you kill the duke, his mother is
not able to provide a new one. / But when the duke is chosen by election, / his
death causes little damage. / Some people request the duke’s death, / especially
those who have some hope for themselves. / Let them know that when the duke
was elected, / it is not possible to not get rid of him”66.
24 When elected, the sovereign is the expression of the constant will of the lords, of the
“community of the realm”, which constantly tends towards the common good and peace.
While the sovereign is the “real body” of the state because he is natural, mortal, subject
to infirmities, to the defects of infancy and old age, the nobility is supposed to epitomise
its  “mystical  body”,  both immortal  and universal,  as  the “community of  the realm”.
Facing the instability induced by the dynastic succession, especially in the time of crisis
that follows Venceslas III’s murder, Dalimil intends to give the greatest power to the
nobility  and deliberately  ignores  the problems which could also be produced by the
election,  as shown by the repeated cases of simultaneous elections of  two competing
kings in the Empire67.
25 According to Dalimil, the non-respect of this initial contract between the nobility and the
sovereign, who is only the primus inter pares68, is the direct cause of the many crises that
occurred  from the  beginning  of  the  13th century.  This  was  a  time  of  change,  when
Bohemia became a kingdom and the duke a king who demanded ever more power for
himself at the cost of general prosperity and the common good.
 
Conclusion
26 The reflection on the duality of the person of the ruler led to many interpretations and
practices. The superposition and identification of the two bodies in the same person (the
king) strengthened his sacralisation, while the differentiation of the two bodies allowed
the limiting of his importance and the recognition of any corporation or group as the
“mystical body” in the face of a mortal ruler who should be only the primus inter pares. 
27 In the early 14th century, the Czech nobility managed to take advantage of a favourable
political situation. A first crisis after the death of Přemysl Ottokar II and the weakness of
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royal authority, already undermined in the late 13th century but seriously diminished
during the reign of Henry of Carinthia, produced a set of occasions for the nobility to
present itself as the guarantor of the integrity of the state. Its dominant position can be
illustrated by its decisive role in the negotiation with the new King of the Romans, Henry
VII, and the election of Henry’s son, John, in 1310 as the new King of Bohemia.
28 Dalimil’s Chronicle is representative of that evolution. Its author aimed to define clearly the
political role of the nobility, projecting an ideal government where the two bodies, the
king and the community of the realm, work together. The two parts are committed to
each other by contract, albeit an asymmetrical one, where the nobility had to judge the
king’s  rule  and possessed  the  last  word.  Two tools  helped the  nobility  to  command
respect: the duty to kill a tyrant and the prerogative to elect a new king.
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en Bohême. Les modalités de la communication politique entre Jean l’Aveugle et la noblesse, de la
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Boleslav”, Tomáš Pešina of Čechorod (1629-1680) deducted from this link between the title of the
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Marie  – Staročeská  kronika  tak  řečeného  Dalimila  v  kontextu  středověké  historiografie  latinského
kulturního okruhu a její pramenná hodnota. Praha: Academia, 1995, p. 283. Everybody knows today
that this identification is a mistake. The name is still used for convenience.
14. Previous texts were also written in old-Czech. The oldest is the liturgical song Hospodine,
pomiluj ny [Kyrie eleison] which was composed at the end of the 10th or at the beginning of the
11th century,  HRABÁK,  Josef  –  Dějiny  české  literatury.  Vol.  1,  Starší  česká  literature.  Praha:
Československá Akademie Věd: Sekce Jazyka a Literatury, 1959, pp. 56-57, 59, 151. During the 13th
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Dominique;  GUYOT-BACHY,  Isabelle,  LACHAUD,  Frédérique;  MOEGLIN,  Jean-Marie  (eds.) –  La
“communauté du royaume”.
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PEČÍRKOVÁ, Jana (in reality MACEK, Josef), “Sémantická analýza staročeského slova obec”. Listy
filologické 97 (1974), pp. 89-100, here p. 89.
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disparue”. in HERMITTE, Marie-Angèle, NAPOLI, Paolo Napoli (eds.) – Les opérations du droit. Paris:
Seuil, 2011, pp. 207-237.
22. VANÍČEK, Vratislav – “Předpoklady”, p. 13.
23. Everywhere in medieval Europe, the nobility worked to impose its distinction from the rest of
the population, MORSEL, Joseph – “L’invention de la noblesse en Haute-Allemagne à la fin du
Moyen  Âge.  Contribution  à  l’étude  de  la  sociogenèse  de  la  noblesse  médiévale”.  in  PAVIOT,
Jacques; VERGER, Jacques (eds.) – Guerre, pouvoir et noblesse au Moyen Âge. Mélanges en l’honneur de
Philippe Contamine. Paris: Presses de l’Université de Paris-Sorbonne, 2000, pp. 533-545; MORSEL,
Joseph – L’aristocratie médiévale, Ve-XVe siècle. Paris: Armand Colin. 2004. In the Czech Lands, the
nobility  used for  itself  the  budding vernaculare  literature  to formulate  its  own identity  and
ideologie,  ADDE,  Éloïse  –  “Langage  et  pouvoir  dans  la  Bohême  médiévale,  les  enjeux  de  la
naissance  d’une  littérature  de  langue  tchèque  au  XIVe siècle”.  in  MAIREY,  Aude;  MADELINE,
Fanny; ABÉLÈS, Solal (eds.) – Contre-champs. Études offertes à Jean-Philippe Genet par ses élèves. Paris:
Classiques Garnier, 2016, pp. 275-296; ADDE, Éloïse – “Idéologie nobiliaire et espace public dans
les pays de la couronne de Bohême au XIVe siècle”. Hémecht (revue d’histoire luxembourgeoise) 4
(2015), pp. 401-419; ADDE, Éloïse – La Chronique, pp. 134-152.
24. Chap. 4,  v.  7-10.  BLÁHOVÁ, Marie – Staročeská Kronika tak řečeného Dalimila,  Vydání textu a
veškerého  textového  materiálu.  Ed.  Jiří  Daňhelka,  Karel  Hádek,  Bohuslav  Havránek,  Naděžda
Kvítková.  Praha:  Academia,  1988,  Vol.  1,  p.  129;  translation  into  French:  Éloïse  ADDE  –  La
Chronique, p. 245.
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25. Cosmas of Prague (c. 1045-1125) was a canon in a chapter of Prague. His Latin Chronicle of
Bohemians is one of the most important sources of the Bohemian historiography and one of the
first European chronicles dedicated to a people, COSMAS VON PRAG – Die Chronik der Böhmen des
Kosmas  von  Prag.  Ed.  Berthold  Bretholz.  Berlin:  Weidmannsche  Buchhandlung,  1923,  book  I,
chap. 2-3, pp. 7-15.
26. GRAUS, František – “Kněžna Libuše – od postavy báje k národnímu symbol”. Československý
Časopis Historický 17 (1969), pp. 817-844, here p. 824; GRAUS, František – Lebendige Vergangenheit:
Überlieferung im Mittelalter und in den Vorstellungen vom Mittelalter. Köln, Wien: Böhlau, 1975, p. 98.
27. Chap. 3, v. 28. BLÁHOVÁ, Marie – STAROČESKÁ KRONIKA, Vol. 1, p. 118; translation into French:
ADDE, Éloïse – La Chronique, p. 245.
28. Chap. 4, v. 13-18. BLÁHOVÁ, Marie – STAROČESKÁ KRONIKA, Vol 1, p. 129; translation into
French: ADDE, Éloïse – La Chronique, pp. 245-246.
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ABSTRACTS
The chronicle of the so-called Dalimil is the first chronicle written in the Czech language, dating
from the early 14th century. In the context of the succession crisis (interregnum of 1306-1310)
entailed  by  the  death  of  Venceslas III,  murdered  without  descent,  and  the  extinction  of  the
Přemyslide dynasty, its author’s plane was to establish the political role of the Czech nobility.
Next to the emphasis on the election of the ruler by the Lords, the justification of the tyrannicide
had to play a crucial role. In front of a king who could be weak (Henry of Carinthie), foreign (John
the Blind) or too young (Venceslas II at the beginning of his reign), the nobility had to embody
the durability of the State, the "community of the realm", in a dialectic that connected the Lords
in the idea of constituting the "mystic body of king". In this text, the necessity of the application
of the tyrannicide is not however presented as a novelty, but as a fundamental and almost moral
duty of the nobility, which was abandoned because of the rise of the authoritarian exercise of the
power by the ruler when the duchy of Bohemia became a Kingdom. 
A crónica do chamado Dalimil é primeira crónica escrita em língua checa, datando de inícios do
século XIV. No contexto da crise de sucessão (interregno de 1306-1310) criada pela morte de
Venceslau III, assassinado sem descendência, e pela extinção da dinastia Přemyslide, o objectivo
do autor da crónica era estabelecer o papel político da Nobreza checa. Após enfatizar a eleição do
Rei pelos nobres, a justificação do tiranicídio tinha de desempenhar um papel central. Perante
um Rei que podia ser fraco (Henrique de Carinthie), estrangeiro (João, o Cego), ou muito jovem
(Venceslau II no início do seu reinado), a nobreza do reino tinha de garantir a estabilidade do
Estado e a “comunidade do reino”, numa dialéctica que os apresentava como se fossem “o corpo
místico do rei”. Nesta Crónica, a necessidade do tiranicídio não é apresentada, porém, como uma
novidade, mas como um dever fundamental e quase moral da Nobreza,  que fora abandonado
devido  ao  exercício  autoritário  do  poder  pelo  monarca,  quando  o  ducado  da  Boémia  se
transformara num reino.
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